


i'ir. O'ohn H. Davis 
20 East 10 St., 

Dew York, U.Y. 10003 



Dear i-Ir. Davis, 

In order to get a copy of this response to your 11/25 in the morning mail to 
Him Lesar I respond in haste, before Amy's return. The haste comes from my more 
relamed life - I want to take in tliis aftei-noon' s football game. I don't reo^l 
for sure but thini[ Amy could not locate the copy of the Oswald notebook from the 
Dallas index or from a search of the separate file of copies of his vrri tings. 
However, ‘‘im can get the number by asking the people he deals with at the FBI's^OlA 
branch. Then we can get it. 

With regard to your questions: 



1. I don't rtjcall how many pages or documents were released to me in G.A. 
78-0322 and G.A. 78-0420, later combined. We have only the I’DI's number, I'm pretty 
sure they go by pages rather than documents in tiieir counting/statistbcs, and I'm 
also sure that we've never found their count dependable. I do recall that after they 
claimed full compliance I was able to compel them to doule^eck their claims of 
^^eviously processed" in FbIH>4 reco:ids^h^ coughed up another 3,500 pages. 

2. I doilt recall when they delivered the first of these records or the total 
time required for what they claimed was full disclosure out wasn't. Jim can get 

the answer from tliem to both these questions, I think, by phone. 



3. Was all this turned over to HSGA in time for complete staff review? While 
J- do not know with certainty I'm pretty sure the answer is negative. Again, -lin may 
be able to locate a record that may interest you. I gave hijo a copy and he used it 
in a briefing. Well, I think that first I used it in an affidavot. ■'•n any event, 

the EDI decided originally to stonewall HSGA and then had a fallback position, to let 
it have some of what it disclosed to me. It is probablg that as HSCa made more 
re< 5 juests the i’3I let it have more, as slowly as reasonably safe. I don't know wiiat 
of these records it ultimately let HSCS^ luive but it seems pret-y certain, given the 
volume and complexity, that "thorough" review was and was made to be impossible. 

4. Wa5 what I got complete? Hq, far from it. What I got is what was not withheld 
from the "main" files and a couple of others I was able to compel them to disclose. 

Much was withheld from these disclosed files under an assortment of claims to exemption 
that in most instances were phony. In addition, there were many files not searched 
simply because they never made any search. Thej|could get away with this because the 
itnlc judge on the case, *^ohn Lewis Smith, is virtually an Piil adjunct. Even when ^ 
proved this without question Smith merely flaile<^ his rubber stamp. Example, the 

DPD recordings of their assassination-period radio broadcasts and related records. 

There is no record of any, of this in the main files until after HSGa made some 
frustrated inqui^ries. No' record at all in the Dallas inddx. ^et Dallas made its own 
tapes of the originals and transcribed these tapes for Gommission. which 

published the i’BI transcriptions. So, without question, they hhCll^iicofds of getting 
the tapes, transcribing them, forwarding the transcripts, etc. When I presented 
this evidence, myself under oath, also under oath the EBI's professional witness and 
uninhibited liar. Supervisory SA John N. BhillipSj began a long series of lies, 
beginning with the lie that the FBI never got any copies of the recordings. When I 
proved they did he then lied and said that was a privd^^e act by some SA.^ n and on. 

I think it is obviotu; that those records still exist and I suggested in a Dallas police 
file. Smith suw to it tluit no search had to be made, a ^'bw Or&eans example, also 
under oath and this not responded to to the best of my recollection. I found a few 
notations "Jim Garrison file" on several main file pages, i think it is obviouii that 
the II. 0. FBI had separate files on the Garrison fiasco and I think there could 
well have been several ticklers. My best guess is that the files v/ere hidden by 




d 



being given the file classification 80, which means, and I tiiink I sent you a Lsst 
of these numbers. Lab pratory Research I'latters. '■‘■'liis number is irrelevant in the field 
offices, which file what they get from the lab in the appropriate main subject files. 

I know they use this file number for such information and did in both Dallas and New 
Orleans. Especially for such things as ^police relations. If you want copies of the so- 
called search slips, clearly phony^ fron^knderson in N.O., Amy can make and send them. 
There are notations of Oarrison fecords that were withheld. I know there have to be 
many Clay Shaw New '^rejLans records not disclosed^ from my own inves'figations there^ and 
^ know the name of the 3A, who probably filed most of them, ib^ther wrote. He covered 
Shavj and the ITM like a reporter covers a beat. If you should decided to request these 
things I think I can show Jim how, if there were a decent judge, the process of 
compliance under Open Aiaer ic or Better America . a Nader case Jim will recall 

5. Did I content the censorship! Viow, did I! My copies, with some duplication 
of some copies from multisubject appeals, take up two full file drawers. I even pro- 
vided file numbers, as with the various ^'ubans of the right exteeme, but lthe!)^/they 
could no longer stonewall they merely lied. That I caught them lying and proved it 
meant nothing to Sieg Heil! Smith. 

6. I don't know whether there is a '-•ongressional committee to oversee the FBI's 
record dispositions but I know ther€ was a court case and you can learn in IffC. I 

provided an^ affidavit. The Committee for Open information and Accountability, with 
a lawyer whose name is i’^arshal i^erlin and is known as "Mike," handlig the li^gation. 
The National archives is supposed to make the determination. I have about 5,000 pages 
on that, disclosed under discovery. 

If when Jin beads this he can make notes of wlmt I can't answer and he can or 
can get answers to, that would be fine and helpful. 



Os\;ald's notfchook may well be in the PBIHu 105-82555 file but v;ould be hard to 
locate without citation in the Dallas crossreferences if not in the index. I have 
the FdlHCi and the Dallas "bulkies" and with a citation can locate it in either set. 
Neither is in the F3IH(^ reading room, to tht; best of my knowledge,! don't remember 
whether I saw it in going over the records on receipt. 

If you refer to the number of documents rilease^^that may well be deceptive and 
misleading. For example, there are some individual numberjthat take up three and 
perhaps more binders. They are compilations of individual FD502s. Maybe 750 pages but 
to the FBI one document. I remember some 750s. There may be more pages in some. 



I remember now tliat the N.O. Ferrie records were not complete and that t proved 
this because I'd seen others the FBI had leaked to a former SA who was then a private 
MXlif detective. The files on the critics also were withheld even after i provided the 
file numbers of some of them. 



Thanks for your good holiday wishes. Vfe enjoyed the countryside at home, evenJ^t/a 
the grazing deer who marauded our apple trees earlier, and then the repast in the 
old part of the '^ity of IVederick, with old friends and their family, -“ope you had 
a good one and that you ^^d ^my got together. 
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Best wishes 




Vfeisberg 




